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Martin Sills, BCLIII 
VP. Droit Civil 

Pour tons ceux et cedes qui s'attendent a 
lire dans le present article une longue dissertation 
moralisatrice sur la profession cfavocat ou tout 
simplement sur mes problemes personnels (voir 
plutdt Jodytalk...), je vous suggere fortement de 
passer au prochain article des maintenant Je 
desire plutdt vous entretenir brievement sur 
qudques informations pertinentes que jai 
recemment obtenues & titre de VP. Droit Civil 
concemant la recherche des stages ct le Barreau. 

Entente de recrutement 95-96 

Comme c’est le cas depuis quelques 
annees, la plupart des grandes firmes de droit a 
Montreal et a Quebec signent une entente 
concemant le recrutement des etudiants pour 
combler leurs postes de stagiaires. Cette entente fut 



redigee il y a qudques 9emaines 9eulement et les 
bureaux sent presen tement a l’etape de la 
signature pour y adherer. En void les grandes 
lignes: 

1- les etudiants de premiere annee ne peuvent 
feire l’objet de soUicitaticn et leur candidature ne 
peut etre envisagee ni etre acceptce pour des 
postes cfetudiants ou de stagiaires; 

2- les etudiants en demiere annee de droit ne font 
l’objct d’aucune restriction quant a leur 
recrutement et leur embauche...(je vous 
encourage done a appliquer des main tenant si 
vous n'avez pas encore trouve de stage et vous 
pourrez de plus continuer a appliquer en tout 
temps cette annee); 

3- les etudiants de McGill touches par cette 
entente sent ceux en 2idne annee du Programme 
de droit dvil et ceux en 2ieme et 3idne annee du 
Programme national; 

4- aucuneentrevue ne prendra place avant le 11 




Glen Linder, LLB II 

Lots of accusations were levelled in last 
week’s Quid that sank disturbingly below the 
intellectual level to the personal level. I will 
respond briefly to these, but I do so 
reluctantly, because I have no desire to 
legitimize a debate at this level. 

If anyone was shocked and outraged by 
my statement that I have never voted for the 
Bloc Quebecois, I can only apologize. That 
wasn’t my intention and it shouldn't have had 
that effect. The fact is that a statement like 
that is purely political and should be linked 
only tenuously to questions of cultural 
identity. The bottom line is that the Bloc is a 



culture. By saying that I don't support the 
Bloc, I do Quebec culture no harm. The only 
harm I do is to be in a political disagreement 
with those who support the Bloc. The fact is 
that sovereignists do not hold the monopoly 
on Quebec culture. The other 50.6 per cent of 
us who are francophones are a minority at 
McGill. But one could go further: 
anglophones are a minority in Quebec; 
francophones are a minority in Canada; 
anglophones and francophones are both 
minorities on planet Earth. Does it really 
matter? Surely, so long as we are respectful 
of each other and are vigilant in looking out 
for each other’s interests - as I think we are - 
we can co-exist peacefully. 



mars 1996 pour ceux-ci; 

5- aucune offre cfembauche ne pourra etre, 
directement ou indircetement, formula; avant le 8 
avril 1996 a ceux-ci; 

6- toute dire d'embauche devra incline un delai 
dacceptaticn minimal de 72 heures et ne peurra 
etre retiree avant l'expiration de ce delai; 

7- est prohibee toute question hypothetique visant a 
connaitre avant le 8 avril 1996 et/ou avant la 
formulation d'une offre d'embauche, la reponse 
dun etudiant a une offre. 

Une copie de cette entente sera disponible 
au L.S.A. pour consultation a partir du moment ou 
je la iecevrai de fagon plus officidle et signee par 
les bureaux y adherent. 

Refurme du Barreau 

Comme vous le savez probablement tous 
maintenant, lEcole du Barreau du Qu&xx a 

(Continued on page 4) 
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Notes from the Office of 
Undergraduate Studies 

If you have not already done so, 
pick up your first term 
examination number from OUS. 
Visiting, Exchange and Special 
students also need examination 
numbers and are advised to get 
them from our office before the 
end of classes. Students without 
examination numbers are not 
allowed into the examination 
room. 

First year students in Prof, de 
Mestral’s section of 
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW are 
writing their examination in 
Burnside Hall, Room 45, which 
is in the basement. If you do not 
know where Burnside Hall is, 
pick up a map from the OUS so 
you may familiarize yourself with 
its location before Monday 18th. 

YEARBOOKS 

1996 Yearbooks are on sale for 



$20 until Christmas. The price then 
increases to $25 which is designed as an 
incentive to buy now. Past editions are 
also available at low low prices.They will 
be on sale in the pit on Wednesday, 
November 29th at 12:30. You can also 
contact Alwynn at email: gillet_a or 932- 
1835. 

GRADUATES 

The deadline for grad pictures is 
Christmas break if you would like your 
smiling face included on the composite 
and in the yearbook. The number for 
Josten's studio is 499-9999 and the price 
is $29. For all those who missed the Grad 
writeups deadline on November 17th, 
you can still submit your sheet in the Res 
Ipsa Loquitur box in the LSA office until 
the end of November. 



NEXT WEEK’S QUID IS THE 
LAST ISSUE OF THE 
SEMESTER 

The last issue of 1995 will come out on 
Monday, December 4. The deadline is 
November 29 @ 10am. 



L’anniversaire du massacre a la 
Polytechnique est le 6 decembre. 
Le Quid dediera le dernier 
numero de l’annee a cette 
commemoration. Nous aimerions 
des articles sur ce sujet. 

However, please keep sending the 
usual articles as well. 
Evidemment, continuez a nous 
envoyer des articles qui traitent 
de n’importe quel sujet. 

Jodv and Pantoufle : this is 

especially directed to you. 
Unfortunately, there are no 
JodyTalk or Pantouflicating in 
this week’s Quid Novi. While 
Jody’s regular column has 
become an irregular one, 
Pantoufle thought for some 
reason unknown to us that the 
Quid wouldn’t be printing this 
week. He obviously wasn’t 
wearing his slippers at the time. 
There’s a last issue for you, and 
everybody else at school who still 
hasn’t written an article yet, to 
make up for it. 
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Mona Vosberg, BCL II 

I was recently involved in a bit of 
a struggle with the University. I had been 
trying to get in to the joint Law/MBA 
program (this would add on an extra year 
here) and to make a long story short, I 
was refused. This was due to the policy 
in place at Graduate Studies, one which 
grants no special status to mature student 
applicants with 14 years of work 
experience but only 2/3 of a B.A. 
Marks? Mine are just great, thanks, but 
too bad, the door is closed. This alone 
merits its own Quid article, but I’ll save 
it for now. Let’s just say I’d worked long 
and hard to convince people, to no avail. 
Bureaucracy reigns supreme at McGill: 
what a surprise. 

By all appearances, I should’ve 
been devastated when I got the bad news, 
which came on Nov. 6 of this year. But 
Lo and Behold: I DIDN’T CARE. Why? 
Because something inside me had 
snapped on October 30. That was the 
day I realized that after 36 years of being 
a fairly content Montrealaise de vieille 
souche, it was time to move on. And that 
was long BEFORE the results were being 
posted. 

It breaks my heart to say that I see 
a very grim future in North America 
above the 49th parallel. I used to love 
this place. O, Great White North, why 
do I want to leave thee? Let me count the 
ways: 

(1) Winter : Je veux que mon pays soil 
plus que /' hiver. 

(2) I Insnstainahle resource-based 
economy : Mining, lumber, steel, nickel, 
aluminum (which we import to refine), 
wheat, Hydro power, maple syrup, water, 
pulp and paper, fish --OOPS! we’ve run 
out of that one. Toss in a rigged election 
or two, and it starts to look a lot like 



Brazil North, minus the sunshine, cheap 
labour, and growth potential. 

(3) Politics : Maybe I’ll move to Italy, 
where the corruption is a little more out 
in the open, and the people had the good 
sense to elect an exotic dancer to public 
office because they wanted to have at 
least ONE honest wage-earner working 
for the country. She even went the extra 
mile for world peace by offering to sleep 
with Saddam Hussein if he would agree 
to end the Gulf War. The lady is 
PERFECT for politics: what insulting 
names could anyone call her that she 
hasn’t heard a thousand times before? 

(4) Instability : This last referendum was 
the capper. WHO is HAPPY about the 
result? What an impasse: just try 
convincing someone who voted the 
“other” way that they “don’t 
understand”. Think about it: can anyone 
change YOUR mind about how to vote? 

I rest my case. The economy will 
continue to suffer and Montreal will 
suffer most: things are pretty pathetic 
when the only major new building going 
up downtown is a hockey rink. It’s 
indicative of where priorities lie: 
circuses - even before the bread. 

So, let’s look at a few possible scenarios 
for the future here, and my reactions to 
them: 

(1) Nothing will change here, and the 
current political instability will prevail. 
A A AUUUUUGGGH !!!!!!!! 

(2) Canada stays together. Next time, 
there’s a convincing majority for the No, 
and everyone is happy . 

Yeah, because UN peacekeepers 
intervened by adding Prozac to the water 
supply. 

(3) Canada splits up (or commences to 



do so) and NO ONE gets upset . 

Ta da! Quebec somehow managed to 
create a mutant sui generis 
soverofederassociation! It combines the 
best of both worlds: it slices, dices, and 
irons your shirts for just $9.99(Cdn). See 
response to #(2). 

(4) Canada splits up (or commences to do 
so) and SOME PEOPLE get upset . 

And you thought the aftermath of THIS 
referendum was bad?! There’ll be name- 
calling the likes of which you’ve NEVER 
seen. Our “leaders” will keep us in line 
(whatever line we’re in) by playing on 
our fears and emotions in such a way that 
their actions of the past few years will 
seem subtle by comparison. I don’t even 
want to think about the possibility of civil 
unrest. In any case, nasty little trade 
wars, border disputes, and other more 
picayune recriminations will ensue to 
wrap everyone up in more red tape and 
righteous anger than you’ve ever seen. 
The regions will hurl accusations at each 
other for “refusing to negotiate” and for 
“being unreasonable”. Things will get 
even worse economically, which can only 
lead to MORE accusations, MORE 
name-calling, and on and on, ad 
nauseam. Births and deaths are very 
painful events, and I’m no masochist. I 
think I’ll sit this one OUT, thanks. 

How did YOU feel when you read 
the last few Quids? Did you first throw 
them away in disgust, only to pick them 
up later with the same morbid fascination 
normally reserved for gruesome car 
wrecks? Do the words “political 
uncertainty” and “humiliation” give you 
stomach cramps? Are you as fed up, 
tired, and heartsick as me? Unfortuately, 
the deep freeze is here to stay. Nothing 
healthy shall ever grow in this climate: 
summer OR winter. 



QutJ. Nei/Z 






(Continued from page 1) 

precede Fan passd k une refcrme majeure en ce qui 
conceme rensdgnement qu'elle procure aux future 
avocales et avocats. Le Barreau a done decide 
densrigner le droit substantif (en plus de oonservo- 
ses volets techniques) pour s'assurer que tous les 
Indian ts, qui aniventau Bameau avec un bagage 
acacfamique distinct, possedent des connaissances 
unifbrmes sur les prindpaux champs (Triplication 
du droit 

Ainsi, le programme compote sept 
secteurs d'enseignement obligatoires ou seront 
abordes les volets de droit substantif. A titre 
dexemple, le volet sur le Droit des affaires 
ccmprend notamment des sujets tds que 
Constitution d’une compagnie, Capital-action, 
Convention entre actionnaires, Priori tds et 
h>potheques, Publicite des droits, Eaillite et 
insolvabilitd.. 

n y a dnq (5) examens au Barreau 
(correspcndants aux difierents volets de droit 
substantif) sdenc Pieuve et procedure (fin octcbre), 
Civil I - Qvil II (milieu decembre), Droit public 
administrate (fin janvier), Drdt des affaires (fin 
mars) et Droit Penal (d&ut mai). Pour etre 
admissible au stage, un etudiant doit avoir 
reussi tous les examens du programme de 



formation professknnelle. Destanoterqu’ilya 
des examens de reprise durant la demidre 
semaine de mai pour les dudiants qui ent dchoud 
un ou plusieurs des 5 examens, mais advenant un 
dchec lars deces examens de reprise, l’etudiant 
devra reprendre en entier l’annee suivante le 
secteur d'enseignement qu'fl a &hou6 et reussir 
l'examen avant de debuter son stage. Par 
exemple, si un etudiant echoue l’examen de Droit 
Penal en mai 1996 et qu'il nereussitpas l'examen 
de reprise (fin mai 1996), il devra suivre h 
nouveau les oours pour ce secteur au prin temps 
1997 et reussir l'examen avant de debuter sen 
stage (fa formation dans un bureau... 

Le Barreau foumit dans la revue "Les 
carrieres du drdt" un profil indicatif des manures 
dont la oonnaissanoe est presumee acquire <fa tout 
etudiant qui sV inscriL Bien que cette revue sera 
disponMe lors de la joumee carrfare, veus peuvez 
oonsulter une copie de ce profil que Jai deposee au 
L.S.A (et peut-etre meme vous en faire une 
copie...). Entre temps, void les matieres 
con tenues dans ce profil; Drdt des personnes, 
Droit de la femille, Droit matrimonial. 
Obligations, Contrats nommes (vente, louage), 
Responsabilite dvile, Droit des biens, Droit des 
suretes (h>potheques mobflieres et immobflieres, 
priori tes, publirite...), Droit <fa la preuve dvile, 



Prooedure dvile, Droit constitutionnel, Drdt penal 
general, Drdt administratif general et Droit des 
compagnies. 

D est h noter que la Faculte n’entend pas 
inclure ce profil avec le materiel que vous reoevez 
krsque vous faitesvotrechdxde oours. LaFaculfa 
forme (fas juristes et non des avocats et ne veut pas 
se faire dieter par une corporation professicnnelle 
les cours qu'elle doit affair h ses etudiants. Vous 
avez done la responsabilite de vous assurer 
d'etre en mesure de reussir ces 5 examens si 
vous avez l'intention de vous ■ dinger au 
Barreau. 

Apres avoir contacts certains responsaHes 
au Barreau, on m’a assure que cette reforme n'avait 
pas pour but de ccntingenter l'acces & la profession. 
Je dds vous avouer que fa doute demeure dans 
men esprit Jai l’intention de mettre sur pied une 
rencontre au prochain semestre a\ec des etudiants 
qui sent presentement au Barreau afin qu'ils nous 
entretiennent sur la reforme et qu'ils repandent & 
vos questions Ds auront alors &rit deux 
examens...et auront regu les resultals pour le 
premia. 

En attendan t, je 9cuhaite bonne chance a 
tous mes cdlegues dvilistes (et aux autres en 
Common Law!) pour vos examens b McGflL 




yutwducittfy . . . 



BUTTERWORTHS 

Student 

Your Survival Guides For First Year Law School 



Butterworths Student Companions give you a professionally 
prepared set of case notes for the core courses of criminal, 
contracts, torts, evidence, property and constitutional law. 

Each book collects the key cases and gives the facts, the 
decision and the principles in a language you can understand. 
They’re the edge you need to make the grade in first year. 

Available at your local Campus or Law school bookstore or 
order directly from Butterworths! 



TOLL-FREE ORDERING 
Call 1-800-668-6481 FAX 1-800-461-3275 

Butterworths 



75 Clegg Road, Markham, Ontario L6G 1A1 
Tel: (905) 479-2665 S FAX (905) 479-2826 
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Steve Kelly, LLB II 

While the articles in response to my 
response to the original article “Les votes 
ethniques” of about a month ago may 
merit a response, I have decided not to 
respond to them directly. I personally feel 
that people have had enough, and it’s time 
to get on with life. 

However, in retrospect, I would like to 
make some general observations: 

1. There have been a number of opinions 
expressed in the Quid over the last month. 
Some I agree with and some I do not. 
However, I am proud to say that we were 
able to have such a debate within the 
Faculty (i.e. every person is entitled to 
have their opinion respected). 

2. Nevertheless, if one is prepared to put 
their opinion in print, they must also be 
prepared to have that opinion interpreted. 



I do not feel there are “right” or “wrong” 
interpretations; an interpretation is far 
from an objective exercise. Consequently, 
if my critics interpret my text in a certain 
manner, so be it. I accept your opinion 
(i.e. I do not apologize for my 
interpretation of a published article, and 
you can interpret mine all you want). 

3. I am happy to receive substantive 
critique on interpretation (I thank Mr 
Reddy-Girard). Yet I refuse to become 
involved in a level of debate which judges 
my opinions as “cavalier attitudes”, 
“betise”, or even evaluates my level of 
“class”. If you haven’t heard. Mile 
Marquis, the “ad hominem” argument is 
not very effective these days (i.e. It seems 
that while you say you are hurt and 
disgusted, you have clearly chosen to 
respond in a manner calculated to 
produce an equal effect). 

4. If it was not politically correct to use 



the word “separatist”, I am truly sorry. I’ll 
make sure to use “independantiste” or 
whatever you define as classy enough in 
the future. However, I would appreciate an 
explanation of the difference between 
these terms (i.e. I did not intend to offend 
you personally by using these terms, but in 
your words: “a qui le chapeau va , qu’ils 
le mettent.”). 

5. I hope this has been clear and to the 
point, since I do not want to be accused of 
any more “galimatias” 1. If anyone wishes 
to respond to this, go ahead. Personally, 
I’ve had enough (i.e. I’m way behind and 
I have to study for exams!!!) 

Thank you for your patience. 



1 “Galimatias” means confused and 
unclear written speech. I looked it up in 
my “Petit Larousse” 1982 edition. 



On Flipping Coins and the Quebec Identity 



Daniel YVestreich, BCLII 

In last week's Quid, Veraruque-Elisabeth 
Marquis lashed out at me and three others who had 
responded to a provocative article that had 
appeared in the wake of the referendum. If her 
arguments were only logically incoherent, it would 
just be fimny. Unfortunately, she was also 
offensive. 

First, the funny stuff. Apparently, those 
who voted Yes do not wish to destroy a country, 
they only wish to create a new one, just like the 

man who leaves his wife to many another woman 

isn't so much seeking a divorce as he is seeking a 
new marriage. 

The exact quote was "Ne pouvez-vous pas 
var l'aulre fece de cettepiece, la vdente non pas de 
detruire un pays, mais d'en cr&r un?' Of course I 
can. Two sides of the same can. It happens all the 
time. On the one side, Yugoslavia is finished, on 
the other, several new states are created. Heads, 
Czechoslovakia is finished, tails, Slovakia is 
created. Heads, an existing country is destroyed, 
rails, a new one emerges. Heads you win, tails I 
lose. Two sides of the same coin. Ne pouvez-vous 
pas voir I'autre face de cette piece, la volonie non 



pas de creer un pays, mais d'en detruire un? 

If a country deserves to be destroyed, then 
by all means destroy it Not too many people were 
sad to see the USSR go to helL I don’t think 
Canada deserves the same feta The majority of 
Quebecers don’t cither. 

But Marquis accuses me of saying "le 
Quebec veut detruire le Canada" Ihaveneverin 
my entire life said anything of the sort There is a 
big difference between saying "separatists" and 
saying "Quebecers". Within Quebec, separatists 
are those Quebecers who favour the legitimate 
political option of having Quebec separate from 
Canada. Vegetarians are those Quebecers who 
prefer not to eat meat Students are those 
Quebecers who attend school. Quebecers are all 
people who live in Quebec. I do not believe 
students a vegetarians speak for all Quebecers. I 
do not believe separatists speak for all Quebecers. 
Two referendums in the last fifteen years attest to 
that. 

Of course, it's easy to understand 
Marquis' confusion. She confuses Quebec 
identity with a certain political option (hers). She 
demonstrates this confusion twice in ha article, 
most clearly when she admonishes Glen Linda 



for having at one point solicited votes on the basis 
of his never having voted for the Bloc Quebecois. 
She says: "Cetait tout simplement vulgaire de voir 
cela, sur une affiche, ce mepris si total de l’identite 
qubecoise." 

I can only infer from this statement that 
for Marquis, the political option represented by the 
Bloc Quebecois, and the Bloc itself are somehow 
fundamental to the Quebec identity. Speaking cut 
against eitha is somehow contemptuous of 
Quebec identity itself. 

I find this confusion offensive. The 
implication is that those who do not identify with 
ha political option do not share in the Quebec 
identity. This is the most exclusionary definition of 
Quebecois I have ever heard. I refuse to be 
excluded. I have spent twenty-two of my twenty- 
five years in Quebec. Quebec is my home. Quebec 
is part of who I am. I am secure enough in my 
Quebec identity that I do not feel the need to 
exclude others from iL My identity as a Quebeca 
is not diminished by my identity as a Canadian, by 
my No vote in the referendum, by my vote for 
anyone but the PQ provincially and the BQ 
federally. The Quebec identity is not a political 
option. 
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Veronique-Elisabeth Marquis, BCLII 

Eh! oui. Le temps est venu de 
paniquer tous ensemble en pensant aux 
examens, qui commenceront la semaine 
prochaine. C’est merveilleux de 
commencer les examens le jeudi matin, 
quand on a eu un cours jusqu’a 19h30 
la veille, non? Je plaisante, voyons. 
Des choses comme 9 a n’arrivent 
JAMAIS dans cette faculty... 

J’ai done ddcidd de vous 
prdparer une petite liste de conseils 
pour survivre et bien profiter ensuite de 
vos 4 jours de vacances (3, si vous avez 
du retard a rattraper dans Hogg). 
Premidrement, si vous voulez avoir 
encore des amis apits les examens, 
voici ce que vous devez faire avant, 
pendant et aprds. Avant: ne vous 
parfumez pas! Prenez plutot le temps 
de vous laver... l’odeur d’un parfum, 
fut-il Poison de Dior, quand on essaie 
de determiner le nombre de 
personnages impliquds dans le fact- 
pattern de responsabilitd civile, 9 a peut 
6 tre un peu ddrangeant. Pendant: 
mouchez-vous! Rien n’est plus 
ddsagrdable que quelqu’un qui renifle 
durant 3 heures (plus l A de lecture, bien 
sur). De toute fa 9 on, comme le dit le 
proverbe, tout ce qui monte doit 
redescendre. Aussi bien le faire sortir 
tout de suite. Aprds: allez prendre une 
bidre (ou mieux, tout un pichet) avant 
d’dtudier l’examen suivant. II est 
essentiel de se purifier entre les 
examens, pour ne pas se tromper de 
mature en arrivant a l’examen suivant. 

Je ne vous conseillerai pas de 
donmir suffisamment: je vous connais, 
vous ne le ferez pas de toute fa 9 on. 
Seulement, ne faites pas comme moi, et 
ne ddveloppez pas une rage de romans 
d’Agatha Christie durant les examens: 
le malheur avec ses livres, c’est qu’on 
ne peut s’arreter tant qu’on ne connait 



pas l’dcoeurant qui a tud la petite 
grand-mdre dont tout le monde hdrite. 

Je m’en voudrais de ne pas 
proposer aussi certaines choses aux 
professeurs, pour les changer un peu 
de leurs mdthodes de correction 
traditionnelles. Nous savons tous que, 
depuis toujours, les professeurs 
utilisent la mdthode du lancer pour 
determiner la note de chaque dtudiant. 
Cette mdthode s’est raffinde au fil des 
ans, mais pourquoi ne pas en essayer 
d’autres? En voici quelques unes que 
je vous propose humblement, en me 
jurant de les essayer le jour ou je 
pourrai, moi aussi, parler dans le 
micro du Moot Court. 

Premidrement, la couleur. Vous 
pouvez dtre tout simple, et y aller avec 
la couleur de l’encrc de la copie. Mais 
pourquoi ne pas se raffiner un peu? 
La couleur de la tasse a cafe de chaque 
dtudiant constitue une autre methode 
objective d’attribuer leur note. Si vous 
ne vous rappelez pas de cette couleur: 
un F sera approprid. Apres tout, un 
dtudiant qui n’as pas appris a boire du 
cafd est indigne de jamais porter le 
titre d’avocat. 

Je plaisante, bien sur. Je sais 
bien que les professeurs n’ont pas 
notre nom au moment de la correction. 
Je dois done suggdrer autre chose. Au 
lieu de banalement lancer les copies du 
haut de l’escalier du OCDH, pourquoi 
ne pas les lancer du haut de la cote de 
Peel? Celle qui arrive le plus pres du 
Boulevard Rend-Ldvesque regoit un A. 
Les autres sont notdes & l’avenant. 
Une autre fa 9 on efficace est 
d’organiser, tous les professeurs 
rdunis, une grande chasse au trdsor 
dans tous les pavilions de la facultd. 
Chaque professeur cache toutes ses 
copies et se voit attribuer un nombre 
dquivalent de notes. 11 re 9 oit un A, 2 
A-, 4 B+, 8 B-, et le reste en C. II doit 
ensuite attribuer ces notes sur les 



copies qu’il trouve, mais ne peut les 
attribuer sur les siennes. Les profs les 
plus futds sont rdcompensds: pour 

chaque copie de leur examen qu’aucun 
colldgue ne rdussit a trouver, il peut 
attribuer un F. 

J’avoue que c’est un peu 
compliqud, mais combien plaisant! 
Voici done quelques autres 
suggestions: on cache une feve dans un 
gSteau, que les professeurs se 
partagent. Celui qui la trouve peut 
attribuer l’unique A de la facultd. Ou 
encore: on engage un expert en 

interprdtation de 1 ’dcriture qui attribue 
des notes selon l’dquilibre mental de 
l’dtudiant. (Attention: les premiers 
seront les demiers...). 

Bref, assez rigold. L’an dernier, 
je ne pouvais pas le croire quand on me 
disait que la note obtenue paraissait 
venue de nulle part. Mon expdrience, 
comme celle de 400 dtudiants de la 
facultd, m’a prouvd que j’avais tort. 
Alors, bienvenue aux nouveaux! 
Entrez dans la ldgende! Mais pour ne 
pas vous laisser sur cette note 
ddfaitiste, voici quelques proverbes 
qu’il est bon de se rappeler au moment 
d’entrer dans un examen de 
Foundations: 

«Those who get As become professors. 
Those who get Bs become lawyers. 
Those who get Cs become 
millionaires. » 

«Le droit mdne a tout, a condition d’en 
sortir. » 

«Si j’aurais su, j’aurais pas venu.» 
«Quand je serai grand, je serai gudri.» 

Finalement, on va tous passer a 
travers. A la semaine prochaine, et 
d’ici la profitez de la vie: on ne sait 
jamais quand on peut en manquer. 




Greg MacKenzie, LLB II 

On the eve of the Referendum I 
received a late-night call from a No -side 
organizer making a last-ditch pitch for 
legal advisors to work at Montreal polling 
stations. He claimed that the PQ was 
planning to prevent thousands of No- 
inclined voters from casting their ballots. 
My first inclination was that this PQ plot 
was the product of a paranoid, partisan 
mind. After some discussion, I decided to 
do it. Classes were cancelled at McGill 
and if we were living through Canada’s 
last day, I at least wanted a view from the 
battlefront. 

Twelve hours later I found myself 
shivering in a high school gymnasium on 
the South Shore. As soon as I arrived, I 
was greeted by a Polling Captain who 
directed me to the lawyers’ box, a 5 foot 
by 5 foot area where legal advisors for the 
Yes and No sides were relegated. It was a 
rather unglamorous start to my tour of 
duty but I was ready for battle. My 
counterpart, a forty-something lawyer 
from Outremont looked slick, practiced 
and up-to-speed on Quebec electoral law. 
As I entered the box he gave me a 
triumphant, sideward sneer. I countered 
with a come-and-get look with the hope 
that he’d decide against it My ten-minute 
briefing at a Montreal law firm had left 
me with no clear sense of legal mission. In 
absence of a clear directive, I did what 
every confused lawyer does - I did what 
the other guy did. For the first hour he 
paced about the box. I stayed on him. For 
hours on end we stood back-to-back and 
scanned the gymnasium for voting 
irregularities. From my watchpost of 
democracy, just below the basketball net, 
all was quiet on the electoral front. 

Hours of standing took its toll on us 
so we both took a seat Having resigned 
ourselves to our cramped, shared quarters 
we tried to make life bearable in the box. 
The three-point line on the basketball 
court divided our space, creating a brief 
and uneasy peace between us. For a few 
quiet moments, we retreated to our two 



solitudes. With one eye on each other 
and the other on our newspapers, he 
scanned Le Devoir while I skimmed the 
Globe. 

As the day wore on we realized 
that neither of us were going to be of 
much use. No one’s rights were being 
trampled thank you very much and 
democracy was working just fine. It was 
the quintessential Canadian event - 
polite, uneventful, and tediously bland. 
Our time together produced an unspoken 
foxhole camaraderie. We exchanged 
newspapers, bought rounds of stale coffee 
and played rock-paper- scissors. I had 
grown fond of this stranger on the other 
side of the line. Politics had made us 
neighbors but boredom made us friends. 
When I left, we wished each other 
“bonne chance” with the reminder that 
we’d still respect each other in the 
morning. 

In the parking lot, a sympathetic 
poll attendant suggested that I must be 
disappointed at not having had any work 
to do. While not finding work weighs 
heavily on the minds of law students 
these days- 1 was proud of my complete 
uselessness. This polling station was 
manned by people on both sides of the 
debate who knew each other, whose kids 
attended the same schools and who had a 
community in common. There were no 
dirty tricks happening here - just a 
neighborhood’s democratic ritual run by 
none other than its very own. The last 
thing good neighbours need is a lawyer 
on hand. Or so I thought. 

I was saddened to learn of the 
alleged ballot sabotage that occurred in 
some Quebec ridings. The Referendum 
was an ugly affair that will be 
remembered for its more famous dirty 
tricks : scaremongering politicians, one- 
sided media and big spending big 
business. If there’s any beauty left in 
democracy, it resides in its least obvious 
participants - individual citizens who 
participate in and legitimize the process. 
Over the course of Referendum Day, I 
watched hundreds of Quebecers pour 



through a damp high school gymnasium 
to participate in the single most important 
act in a democratic system. I was moved 
to see people line up for hours totting 
children, walkers, and half-eaten lunches 
to make their opinion known. If 
neighbours have taken to tearing up 
ballots to decide the issues that divide us, 
then we’ve seen the dirtiest electoral trick 
of them all. For our sake, let’s hope it’s 
not true. 




Steven Leitman, BCL II 

Top Ten Good Things About 
This Time of Year: 

10. Every time I'm in the pit, 
people try to sell me underwear. 
9. I love waking up before 
sunrise to go to class. 

8. What could be more fun than 
studying for exams? 

7. Beautiful November sleet. 

6. Law Games less than 2 
months away! 

5. Almost no more top ten lists 
left in the semester. 

4. Everybody's smiling in 
anticipation of exams. 

3. All my profs have decided 
there's only one way to end the 
course: Double time. 

2. Really friendly discourse in 
the Quid gives me a warm 
feeling in my heart. 

1. 8 hours of sleep left until 
December 21st. 












flleCill lain in ltu//ia: Project Update 





Peter Sahlas, LL.B. Ill 



Over the past year and a half, the Faculty 
has initiated a Russian legal development 
project that brings together scholars, 
members of the executive and legislative 
branches of Russian government and legal 
practitioners in Russia, North America 
and Western Europe. During this 
planning phase, the cast of those involved 
has grown from students and professors at 
the Faculty to include Russian students 
and professors of law, Canadian 
diplomats, Russian government officials, 
lawyers in the international practice of 
law and American professors of law. 
These people have come together as a 
working group to engage in situation 
analysis/problem identification and policy 
prescription. With prominent and varied 
institutional affiliations, each of the 
project participants has unique expertise 
to make a positive contribution to the legal 
order emerging in post-Soviet Russia. 

This past June, an international board 
appointed by the Canadian Department of 
Foreign Affairs approved project funding 
for our proposed two-year program of 
cooperation. There are two components to 
this project which are being pursued 
concurrently. The first component 
involves a study of the Russian legal 
education system, with the intent of giving 
recommendations on curricular reform. 
The other component involves a joint 
study on regional law in Russia, involving 
research and policy development in 
cooperation with key federal and city 
government agencies in St. Petersburg. 

The first component of the project 
involves links to law faculties in the new 
Russia. These schools deserve close 
attention as the recruiting and training 
grounds of the practitioners and 
theoreticians of tomorrow. The main 
partners in the working group are the St. 
Petersburg State University Faculty of 
Law, the St. Petersburg University of 



Economics and Finance and the new 
European University at St. Petersburg. 
The first stage of activity will involve an 
assessment of the Russian legal education 
system, including an identification of the 
main problems and reform tendencies 
that exist today. The following stage of 
activity will focus on developing policy 
recommendations for curricular reform. 

The other component of the project 
involves the leaders of today: policy 

development with key federal and 
regional government agencies. Working 
group partners in this area include the 
Russian Federation Ministry of Justice, 
the Russian Federation Antimonopoly 
Committee and the Executive Legal 
Committee of St. Petersburg. 
Committees have been organized to 
examine federal-regional legislative 
development; executive-legislative 
relations between and within the Russian 
Federation centre and constituent 
members of the Federation; and a case 
study of new Russian antimonopoly 
legislation and enforcement mechanisms. 
Working group activities will at first be 
geared towards producing situation 
reports. These reports will be used as the 
bases for committees on policy 
development. 

This summer, three project participants 
from McGill traveled to Russia to set the 
proposed program of cooperation into 
motion. These trips followed up on the 
work of the Faculty delegation sent to 
Russia last February. 

Over the summer, meetings were held 
with all organizations and persons with a 
key role. A communications protocol 
was established to facilitate efficient 
information flow. A trilingual 
(English/French/Russian) executive 
assistant was hired for on-the-spot 
project support and development. She 
will be based in Russia for the duration of 
the project. As well as networking 
among the existing project participants, 



the wider legal community was canvassed 
to establish new links with qualified 
experts. 

Research commenced on the system of 
legal education in Russia. The time frame 
for this research extends from the 
immediate pre-perestroika period to the 
present day. Experts from several 
academic institutions have been consulted 
and will continue to contribute to this 
component of the project. The US 
government’s Moscow-based Rule of Law 
Program, which has done some work in 
this area, is also involved. 

For the government policy development 
component of the project internal working 
groups were established at three Russian 
government agencies. These working 
groups are now preparing situation reports 
which will be presented at a winter 
colloquium. The Russian Federation 
Ministry of Justice, the Russian 
Federation Antimonopoly Committee and 
the Executive Legal Committee of St. 
Petersburg will lead seminars at the 
symposium. 

Officials at Canada’s diplomatic missions 
in Moscow and St. Petersburg were fully 
briefed on project activities and goals. 
The Ambassador and Consul-General 
provided valuable political support while 
diplomatic officers provided extensive 
technical support. Foreign Minister 
Andre Oueilet was briefed on the project 
in advance of his September trip to St. 
Petersburg. Foreign Minister Oueilet 
discussed the project in official meetings, 
and met with Canadian and Russian 
participants. 

Planning is now underway to set out the 
schedule of project activities for next term 
and next summer. Anyone at the Faculty 
with an interest in this work is encouraged 
to contact the author. The project offers a 
rare opportunity to break new ground in a 
domain not traditionally open to such joint 
international work. 






